*"• FIELD OPTICS 
FILB KOt * . 
VOL* HOI 



I! 



New York 
65-14920 
'49 * 



SERIAL { DAIS 



5814 



5815 




5816 



5817 



5818 



5819 



5820 



3/11/52 



3/11/52 



3/12/52 



3/12/52 



3/10/52 



3/12/52 



3/13/52 



3/13/52 




DESCRIPTION (TIPS OP C 





* 4 

• 

DAIS 


• * .* . i 

* •* * . | 

■ .*6/77 V 


(Mo /-Xr) 


SENT TO 


BUFILS NOS. 


BUREAU 


DIRECTED TO 




itter to Bureau 



teletype to New York 



New York teletype to Bureau and Baltimore 



Baltimore teletype to Bureau and New York 



New York letter to Bureau . 



Bureau teletype to New York and Baltimore 



New York Report 



Pittsburgh Report 



* 

Baltimore letter to Bureau 



Washington Field Office Memo 
to Bureau 



New York Memo 



Philadelphia teletype to Bureau, 
New York and- Bofcton 









































5821 



5822 




5824 



5825 



5826 




' 5828 



I 5829 



• 5830 



• 5830A 



5831 



3/13/52 



3/13/52 



3/13/52 



3/13/52 



3/13/52 



3/10/52 



3/10/52 



3/12/52 



3/14/52 



3/14/52 



3/14/52 



3/14/52 




FXBXJ) OFFICE 1 New York 
FILB KOt * I 65-14920 

VOL* KOt \ 43 



SERIAL ( DATS DESCRIPTION (TIPS OF ( , TO, FROM) 





SENT TO 


BUPIIS NOS. 


BUREAU 


DIRECTED TO 



New York teletype to Bureau, Boston, 
Chicago and Baltimore 



Bureau teletype to New York and Boston 



Bureau teletype to New York • 



New York Memo to Boston 



New York letter to Bureau 



Norfolk letter to Bureau 



Denver letter to Bureau 



Philadelphia letter to Bureau * 



New York Memo 



New York Memo * 



New York teletype to Bureau and Baltimore 



Bureau teletype to New York 


















































■i ... 


war: 


\ 

• FIELD OFFICE 1 


■ * ft 

. New York 




FILE NO* 


i 65-14920 


1 RE 


VOL* NOt 1 


\ *49 * 




• 








5835 



5836 



5837 



5837A 



5837B 



5838 



583 8A 



5838B 



3/14/52 



3/15/52 



3/15/52 



3/15/52 



3/15/52 



3/15/52 



3/15/52 



3/15/52 



3/15/52 



3/15/52 



DESCRIPTION (TIPS OP COMM, TO, FROM) 




• 

DATE 


• . •* » 

•••••.* • * .* . i 

.* • \ . i 

r 6/77 * . • - ! 




0 


to /-Yr) 


SENT TO 


BUFILE NOS. 1 


BUREAU 


DIRECTED TO 



Bureau telet 




New York teletype to Bureau 



Baltimore teletype to Bureau and New York 



Miami teletype to Bureau, * 
New York and Baltimore ' 



Baltimore teletype to Bureau and New York 



Chicago teletype to Bureau and New York 



New York teletype to Bureau and Baltimore 



New York teletype ’to Bureau , 
Boston and Baltimore 



Chicago teletype to Bureau and New Yo’rk 



New York letter to. Bureau _____ 



New York Memo to Bureau 




































FIELD OFFICE 
FILS XO« | 

VOL* VOt 



5841 



5845 



5845A 



5845B 



l 

5846 






New York 
65-14920 
49 




SERIAL DAIS 



5838C 



DESCRIPTION (TIPS OP COMM, TO, FROM) 







New York Memo to Bureau 




3/13/52 



Newark Memo to Bureau 



Washington Field Office letter 
to Bureau 





SENT TO 
BUREAU 



• 

5839 


3/10/52 


Norfolk letter to Bureau 


1 


* 

Yes* 




5842 


3/14/52 


• 

Newark Report 


4 


Yes 



3/15/52 


Bureau Memo to New York 


2 


Yes 



3/15/52 


Baltimore letter to Bureau 


1 


Yes 



3/17/52 I New York Memo to Los Angeles 



3/17/52 | Rap Sheet (Leisman) 



3/17/52 Bureau Memo to New York 



4 

3/^L7/52 New York teletype .to Bureau and Los Angel* s 2 





.. 


Bureau teletype to Boston, 


5847 


3/17/52 


Newark and New York 




BTJ7ILS NOS. 
DIRECTED TO 
























































FIELD OFFICE 
FILE KOs * . 
VOL* KOI 



New York 
65-14920 



5848 




5850 



5851 



5851A 



5852 



5853 



5854 



5855 



5855A 






SERIAL DATE DESCRIPTION (TYPE OF ( [, TO, FROM) 




3/17/52 



3/18/52 







Boston teletype to Bureau and New York. 



Bureau teletype to New York. 





New York teletype to Bureau and Eos Anctel 



New York Memo 



3/12/52 I New York Report 



Baltimore teletype to Bureau, 

Washinoton Field Office and New York 




Bureau teletype to New York 



3/18/52 I New York teletype to Bureau 



3/19/52 I New York teletype to Bureau and Baltimore j 3 



(Serial. Transferred To 100-115461) 



5856 | 3/19/52’ | Bureau Memo to Mobile 



5856A I 3/19/52 I Bureau teletype to New York 



SENT TO 
BUREAU 



BU7ILB NOS. 
DIRECTED TO 




































% 

■ • \ 


• 


FIELD OFFICE! 


New York 


FILS NO* * 


65-14920 


YOU NOt ' 

4 


l 49 




5857 



5858 



5862 



5863 



5864 



5864 



5865 



DATS DESCRIPTION (TIPS OP COMM, TO, FROM) 





5866 



3/20/52 



3/20/52 



3/20/52 



3/18/52 



3/7/52 



3/20/52 



3/7/52 



3/20/52 



3/$l/52 



3/21/52 






SENT TO 


BUFILS NOS. :• 


BUREAU 


DIRECTED TO ! 




New York teletype to Bureau and Baltimore! 3 




Bureau teletype to New York, 
Boston and Baltimore 



Baltimore teletype to Bureau and *New York 



Boston teletype to Bureau and New York 



Bureau teletype to New York 



Miami Report 




Routing Slip Bureau to 

New York (above letter enclosure) 




Routing Slip Bureau to 

New York (above letter enclosure) 



New York teletype to Bureau, 
Log Angeles and Chicago 



New York teletype to Bureau 





































4 1 * » 



• m • . * • - 4 * 1 



• \ 
■ FIELD OFFICE! 


• 

. New York 


FILE NO* * 


I 65-14920 


VOL* NO* 1 

• 


l • 49 * 



INVENTORY WORKSHEET 
RXl 




DAIS 



5867 



5868 



5868A 





3/21/52 



DESCRIPTION (TYPE OP COMM, TO, FROM) 



Los Angeles teletype to New York 



Washington Field Office teletype 
to Baltimore and New York 



New York teletype to Bureau and Baltimore 



• pv 

DAIS |- ‘ ijrr 
(Mo / Yr) 




. * •• i 

•v l 




SENT TO 


BTJPILB NOS. [■ 


BUREAU 


DIRECTED TO | 




3/21/52 




3/22/52 

Undated 

3/22/52 



? 5870C 3/22/52 

1 ~ 



5871 3/24/52 

5872 3/24/52 

5873 3/S1/52 

5874 3/22/52 



New York letter to Bureau | 




Yes 


• 

Baltimore teletype to Bureau anqi New York 


■ 


Yes 


New York Memo 


■ 


1 No 


New York Memo 


m 




New York teletype to Bureau and Los Angela 


u 


• 

Yes 


• 

New York teletype to Bureau 


— 


Yes 


i 

1 

Baltimore teletype to Bureau and New *York | 


m 


1 Yes 


* 

Chicago Report 


3 


Yes 


• 

Baltimore Report 


.16 


Yes 










































1 

j-'. \ 

' FIELD OFFICE \ 


» K 

New York ( 


FILS NOs * ! 


1 65-14920 P 


VOL* NOt 1 

» 

i 


l 49 | 



5875 



5876 



5877 



5878 



5879 



5880 



5881 



5881A 



5881B 



5882 



5883 




SERIAL j DATE DESCRIPTION (TIPS OP COMM, TO, FROM) 



SENT TO 
PCS | BUREAU 




3/24/52 



3/22/52 



3/25/52 



3/24/52 



3/26/52 



3/26/52 



3/26/52 



3/25/52 



3/26/52 



3/^ 7/52 



3/26/52 




New York teletype to Bureau and Boston 



Baltimore le 



Bureau teletype to New York and Efaltimore 



Bureau teletype to New York and Boston 



Boston Report 



New York teletype to Bureau and B 



Bureau teletype to New York 



New York teletype to Bureau 



New York Memo 



New York Memo 



Baltimore teletype. to Bureau and New York 



Bureau letter to Baltimore 



BOTTLE N03« 
DIRECTED TO 









































INVENTORY WORKSHEET 



• FIELD OFFICE | . 

FILE HOs * 1 
VOL* NOl \ « 


SERIAL 

i 

i _ _ 


DATE 


) 

j 5884 


3/27/52 


! • 
5885 


3/29/52 


1 ■ 

! 5886 


3/29/52 


t 

1 5886A ' 


3/29/52 




3/31/52 


4 

■ 5887 


3/28/52 


'] : 

| 5888 


3/13/52 


* 

1 5888A 


3/31/52 


'N 

-4 

] 5889 


3/31/52 


5890 


4/1/52 


• 

| 5891 


4/1/52 


5892 


4/2/52 



New York 
65-14920 
49 • 





DESCRIPTION (TYPE OP COMM, TO, FROM) 




Bureau Memo to New York 




New York teletype to Bureau, Baltimore 




New York Memo * 




New York Memo 


- 


* 

Memo 


Bureau Memo to New York 




New York Routing Slip with 
letter to Bureau 




Memo 




New York Memo to Bureau, 
Boston and Baltimore 






























































K 


\ 

* FIELD OFFICE 1 


% 

New York 


1 ' 


FI LB HO* * 


i 65-14920 


RE 


VOL* KOI ' 


49 * 




• 


\ 1 





i*>; 



7iT 



m 






• SERIAL 


DA IB 


DESCRIPTION (TYPE 0? C0MH, TO, FROM) 


5893 


4/2/52 


New York Memo to Bureau 


1 

i 5894 


■Hi 


New York Memo to Baltimore 


i / 

5895 


4/3/52 


Baltimore teletype to Bureau and ‘New York 


! 

5896 


4/3/52 ! 


New York teletype to Bureau 


■■ 


4/3/52 


• 

Boston teletype to Bureau and New York 


’ 5898 


4/4/52 


New York teletype to Bureau and Boston 




4/4/52 


i 

Boston teletype to Bureau and New York 


\ 

] 5900 


4/7/52 


• 

Bureau teletype to New York 




4/7/52 


Chicago teletype to Bureau and New York 


! 

5902 


4/7/52 


New York teletype to Bureau and Boston 


] • 

I : 5903 


4/&/52 


• 

Albany teletype to. Bureau and New York 


5904 


4/8/52 


• 

Chicago teletype to New York 














































INVENTORY WORKSHEET 



FIELD OFFICE 
FILE NOt 
VOL* HOt 



New York 
65-14920 
49 . 



E 




5906 



5908 



i 5910 



5916 



SERIAL DATE 




4/9/52 



4/7/52 



4/9/52 



4/9/52 




4/9/52 




4/10/52 




4/10/52 



DESCRIPTION (TYPE OF COMM, TO, FROM) 



Boston teletype to Bureau and New York 



New York Memo 



New York Memo 



New York Memo 



Baltimore letter to Bureau 



4/10/52 I New York Memo 



New York Memo 



5912 I 4/10/52 I New York teletype to Bureau and Boston 



Los Angeles teletype to 
Bureau and New York 



; 5914 | 4/11/52 I New York teletype to Bureau and Boston 



5915 I 4/11/52 I New York teletype to Bureau and Boston 



4/11/52 | New York Memo 






DATS 



(Mo / Yr) 



SENT TO 
BUREAU 




BUFILB NOS. 
DIRECTED TO 



(see attached) 



Released in full 



Released in full 



Released in full 



Released in full 



Released in full 




















































INVENTORY WORKSHEET 



FIELD OFFICE 
FILE NO< 

VOL. HOI 



New York 
65-14920 
49 



5918 



5919 



5920 



5922 



5923 



5924 



5925 



5926 



IE 



DATE K 6/77 

(Ho / Yr) 



SERIAL DAIS DESCRIPTION (TYPE OF COMM, TO, FROM) 



4/10/52 | Bureau letter to Baltimore 



4/14/52 I New York letter to Bureau 




5918 A I 4/14/52 | Boston Memo to New York 



4/15/52 I New York teletype to Bureau and Boston 



4/15/52 ( Bureau teletype to New York and Baltimor 



5921 I 4/15/52 | Boston teletype to Bureau and New York 



4/1/52 



Memo SAC Boston 



4/16/52 I New York teletype to Bureau 



4/16/52 I New York Memo 



4/16/52 I New York Memo 



4/16/52 I Bureau teletype to New York 



















































FIELD OFFICE 
FILE NOs 
VOL* HOt 



SERIAL 



5928 



5929 



5930 



5931 



5932 



5933 



5933A 



5934 



New York 
65-14920 

.49 . 



INVENTORY WORKSHEET 
RE i 




5936 



4/15/52 



4/16/52 



4/17/52 



4/22/52 



4/22/52 



4/22/52 



4/18/52 



4/23/52 



4/21/52 



4/23/52 



DESCRIPTION (TYPE OF COMM, TO, FROM) 



Bureau letter to New York 



Bureau letter to New York 



New York teletype to Bureau and . Baltimore 



New York letter to Bureau 



/ • 

New York letter to Bureau 



New York Memo 



Bureau Memo to New York 



New York teletype to Bureau and Baltimore 



Bureau letter to Baltimore 



New York Memo 



DATE (‘ 


6/77 ••• i 


(Ho / Yr) 


SENT TO 


BUFILB NOS. 


BUREAU 


DIRECTED TO 














































OOC. 

ISO. f MO. 



IMSSCKIFTIOtl Qf 

document 



RACES 

ACTUAL REX*. 



deletion ( s> 



EXEMR* 



• • 

•Joy* ••» 
r **•!*• *-» 



ut 

J.*b \ < 

*•* •• 



| >; •» 



5306 I New Y6rk Memo 

r • ! A/i/52 



* * 8 
Page 1, paragraph 1. Symbol number of 1 confidential 1 

informant. ’ (D) 



Paragraph 2. Information cpncerning informant and 
Kir stein which would identify source. 



(b) (7) (D) 



Paragraph 3. Information Kirsteih gave informant which 

would identify source. (b) (7) (D) 

•N 

Page 2 , paragraph 2 . Information that informant told 

Kirstein that would identify source. (b)(7)(D) 

Paragraph 4. Information tfoat Kirstein told informant 

that would identify informant. (b)(7)(D) 



*.■ * „ v 







Unite!* States -Department of imstiee 
2Ke!*erat SJureau of Inuesttgation 
New York, N. Y. 



... .■ t. . . k 4/~, V •: ‘S** 

March' ’ 13,"': I&2W 'ifftZM. 






MEMORANDUM 



JAHAM 



. . • , v a * ** 
:. . c /.:*■* V. . 

^ > . ' * • J *• 



4 • * *•/ t y*** ' ». .#• * 

At approximately 5:30 p.m. on March 12, 1952, a representative -of 
.the press dropped off a copy of a printed document entitled "SUPPLEMENTAL AF-’i&.H£& 
FIDAVITS SUBMITTED IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR A NEW TRIAL" in the above -captioned . 
case. Mr. Whelan made this document available to the writer, who reviewed it ’ '';Wj a 
and furnished Mr. Whelan with a general summary of its contents. Photostatic 
copies of it were prepared. 

At 9:00 p.m. Mr. Whelan called Night Supervisor Martin at;' the Buxeatf’l;^^ 
and advised him that it appeared that these supplemental affidavits bad been 
filed late on the afternoon of March 12 by HISS’ attorneys, further .advised him 
of the general contents, and requested that Martin telephonically 'advise Assistent^ 
Director Belmont of these facts . On the same evening a photostatic copy of thfX^vr 
document was forwarded to the Bureau by mail to the special attention of Mr." /* 
Belmont. •• 

■ . 7' , 

On the morning of March 13 the writer checked with the Clerk of the / 
Criminal Court, USDC, SDNY, and ascertained that, the supplemental affidavits 
had been filed at about 4:00 p.m. on the afternoon of March 12. At 
on March 13 Mr. Whelan telephonically advised Mr. Hennr ich • at ' .the ;Btff eau;. 
these supplemental affidavits had been so filed, y / 1 •; ; Y. > Y r • sY h ‘ . 

'••••■**• • ':/■;{%•■ 



J. J. DANAHY, 
SA 



Q ///•)■> - £f /f f j: 

l Q HOEXlD » • •, 



P - r v -1052 - %■*&$ 

a m - 



JJD:RAA 

65-14920 



hi 



sac, Boston 

SAC, Jk& York (65-1^920) 



mV . .. - -*** 1 V .. • t . ' « 4 .'; 






: ,1 * :• v •. »: , * 

;: >/. -V/. .*• ./ ;• * ■/ ■ - 



. Eey *«!> 3/13/52 relative to filing of supplemental affidavits 

oy HISS defense. 



r£Cyy*-'?i-*r-* , 

'■ * * t. a* ■ ■ _'.n •/!.? 1 



cet Chicago (Enc.) 
Baltimore (Enc.) 



TCSjHC fA'Cs 



Sfc'fO; / 



; . . - . .. .• . ... ».<■ • ••*.. ... .-I. . 4 A’*- 

•; ■• . • ; . , ■■ "■■-■■■•:'. *V". V.; 

# . +* -V' »' - 'i, ' / w , * #• AvtrtW':* 

V V '■ •'* : a *y * *•' -y - \ /■ ? *>. 7» * > ■r-n *, y-.; ;> J . t* 'A.* : p 

’ ... '• ?*v*V C V;’ ‘ 

• , ‘ ; :* f •- £./• . .' •/*»/ & *'*. ''.r* 

*. r • • ' • . .* * r*. 







"t. ■: 

-* .. f - 






* .6^ • 

» t* 






» . •• * * t r * *"« # j , . 

' ; ■ j > v. A .r / A >; *); ’ *' V; 

• * ' ^ ' ' jv t; ; *' 



/ ! 'fy, -T -• 












?*♦»; * / 



r" ; ^ . ">• ’♦A' ^ 






-•sn^ y 



sj h)r> 


























'Umtcti States SDcparlnumt of tktice 

Stefceral (Bureau of Iitoestisation 
New York, N. Y. 



March 14,^. 195? 



memorandum 



Re : JAHAM 



On the afternoon of March l4, 1952, Supervisor Bill ^ r ®-oi6^ n 

.Bureau called and vanted further ^^ 1 °“ r <> J h ° u J e * e ^^ f ?i C e to atLpt ■?>'. 
cerning the reason why a lead was set out for the New i attorneys V' ” 



cerning the reason way a reaa was — — - attorneys 

iTlocfte the old Woodstock typewriter that had been rented by the HISS attorneys .. 

prior to the first trial. # 



Branigan was advised that the United States Attorney felt that the 
HISS people had rented the old Woodstock for some particular purpose and that. 

/ nuroose Sas never determined during the investigation or during both trial.s^^^ 
£r Ignited States Attorney was of the opinion that possibly an attempt had been^v . 
1 . ior to the first trial to substitute or change the old Woodstock to 
Smble 1» . oL tSe BISS Woodstock umchine, thereby Indicating that . . v^, 

forgery by typewriter had been considered as early as the Spring of 19 9, • >Vv; 

therefore this was not a new theory or newly-discovered evidence as the Janu- 
ary 24 affidavit would make out. 



Branigan was asked whether the Bureau had any objection to our handling 
this reauest of the United States Attorney, and he said the Bureau had no 
. h . lt that they were preparing a memorandum for the Director based on 

S and tfey vanted to he finitely sure 

’ reason for this part of the investigation. Branigan stated that the Y^ter s f ' 

explanation cleared this matter up and that ve should of course run this lea . 

out. 



T. G. SPENCER, 
SA 



TGS:RAA 

65-14920 






SZ.MICUCD., 









f...nLEO- 



t-i . M f\V YORK . J 

"TAJ 





Hew York, N. Y. 

3/14/52, : - 



* - , < *’ ' » y-V > • 

* •• . . - **y ^ ’f ’ * * fc,*" #, 1 

- . ' ; r V • » * - '} .r* 



MEMO 



RE: JAHAM 



On 3/13/52 the writer tallied to DON PARSONS in the Bureau ' s 
Laboratory and informed him that the album of photographs attached to the • 

. affidavit of NORMAN had been obtained by this office. He was informed 
\ that the Hew York office was sending this, album, which, was the • United^'v jUt- 

, States Attorney's file copy, to the Bureau rather than taking photographs'.' 1 y»«. ry ‘ *■.[ f * \ 

of it in view of the fact that some of the detail might be lost in this . 

process. PARS0H3 was informed that these photographs were to be used in 
analyzing the affidavit of NORMAN. ‘ 



PARSONS said they would handle this matter immediately upon the "v, 1 ' •• 

arrival in the Bureau of all material and would advise this office as;’* 
soon as possible as to any conclusions or other ideas they 

as a result of their study. /’• •- " ;• *> •>': r. - V -V X^'v.V^ 

. • .V - \ ywi. ’V' sr-ir*' 'hfijj 



THOMAS G. SPENCER, SA 



cc: Asst. Dir. E. J. Connelley.j'V 



i - ' *■ T - *r* -v x 







t •rfc*-s 



SAC, Los Angeles 



BAC, New York (65-14920) 



JAHAM 



ReNYtel 3-17-52. 



March 17» 1952 



V' . 

* • f •*., 



_ t s:sr;aS ggSSRlMtt 

discovered evidence. »1. ^ £celpt the lie AngeUer^ 



TGStRAA 



Enclosure 




AIR MAIL - SPECIAL DELIVERY • /•= 
REGISTERED MAIL 













Inspector Carl Hennrich V^^cirnln/' ’ 

1/17/52, at vhich tl»e he out that Lahora-. 

Interview with H0KAI1S0N. nr. e <n rhicaeo who w ere __ 

particularly V ' 

the interview with HOKMm tg and not b y technical* : \ 

since he would be interV r^ Laving it to our discretion and . 
if^e Ul*\k interview was not absolutely necessary,- we should-,,, 
send a teletype cancelling it. 



% '/• 



•w » ‘ 



o. 



\ 1, 



*•* V 
A ** 



‘ \<F 






RRGlMFB 



ROBERT R. GRANVILLE, SA 













.-iv 



Folloving the filing of a motion for a new trial oz\ Jamary 24, 1952 
hy the attorneys for ALGER HISS, the FBI conducted certain investigation. The 
purpose of this investigation vas to assist the United States Attorney, 
Southern District of Hev York, in his preparation of the Government s ansver * 
to this defense motion. 



One phase of the FBI’s inquiry vas concerned vith determining the 
background and reputation of LOUIS J. LEISMAK, one of the affiants for the 
defense . During the course of this part of the investigation certain of 
, LEISMAK’ s relatives in Philadelphia, Horfolk and Baltimore vere interviewed. 



On March 7, 1952, I received a letter from CHESTER T. LAKE, in 
vhich he stated that an unnamed attorney in Baltimore had informed him that 
"the FBI have been harassing almost every member of his (IDISMAH’a) family * 
and that he, LEIGMAH, is a Communist and requesting LEISMAK’ s address from 
them. LEISMAR is quite annoyed about this and regards it all as an effort ' 

to intimidate him." 

On March 8, 1952, I informed the FBI of the allegation in CHESTER ^ 

T. LAKE’S letter and requested that they determine vhether the allegation had 

any merit. I have recently reviewed the facts pertai ni ng to the interviews 

of LOUIS J. IEISMAH's relatives and find, (l) that the FBI has absolutely 

no information indicative of the fact that LETS MAN vas or is a Communist 

and therefore statements that the Agents told IEISMAH's relatives that be 

vas a CoKsnunlst are utterly false and ridiculous; (2) the relatives of 

UBISMAH vho vere interviewed were definitely not harassed but on the contrary ,. > 

vero most cooperative and therefore this allegation is absolutely unfounded. 




\J 



New York, N.Y. 
3/22/52 



1 



> 1 , 

;•< \ 



MEMO 



RE: JAHAM 



The attached blind, ' undated memorandum was prepared by the • 
writer upon instructions from U. S. Attorney MYLES LANE for his use 
in^refuting the allegation of CHESTER T. LANE relative to alleged • 
intimidation of LOUIS LEISMAN ' s relatives. LANE utilized this memorandum 
in his conference with Judge GODDARD on the afternoon of 3/21/52. 



THOMAS G. SPENCER, SA 
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65-1U920 




Re: JAHAM /\ 

s 

. I called Carl ^'“'exchanS's » typewriter which 

s 2i sru “-fSr 

+he used typewriter which a l°ca Callahan advised that we 

wants to conduct examinations '^recognized rental agency for 
should rent a typewriter them a government typevr • 

SlXS Sfutd r« Sb. Confidential fund 

NYO. 

WILLIAM M. VIHELAIi, ASAC 
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New York, N. Y. 
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MEMORANDUM 



Re: JAHAM 



• • ' » >H"V- r <' / 

’ V - '/ , AA/J 

; , ■ ; . . y s *: 5; ;; ^ 

. ; '* \ t , Vv r .-'v; « 



Supervisor Nick Callahan of the Bureau telephonically advised ASAC* 
Whelan that the New York Office should rent a typewriter to replace the one 



borrowed for Laboratory experiments. 






SA D. E. Shannon was advised of this 



■ , ' \ > J ' C -;-V'YrVv 
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T. J. Me AH DREWS, 
SA 



TJMcA:RAA 

65-14920 
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With reference to the allegations made hy Chester T. Lane on 
March 21 last, concerning the fact that "because of the FBI’s Inquiries 
the residence of Leisman’s eon the latter vas being evicted and forced 
find new living quarters, the following information is set forth: 

Two personal interviews and two telephonic contacts were had 
Mrs. Beatrice Burg of Aberdeen, Maryland, by an agent of the FBI. In con- 
nection with Leisman’s son, Jackie, it has been determined that he was placed 
in the care of Mrs . Burg by either Leieman or his wife for a temporary period , .. 

beginning about the latter part of February. ' 

* 4 

* On Febr uar y 29 Mrs. Burg was interviewed by an agent of the FBI, ■ 

at which time she informed that she was "disappointed in having only received 
*25 in consideration for room and board of Jack Leisman for a period of two 
vfeek8, and that this amount was insufficient to cover the cost of his care.. 

On March 20, 1952, Mrs. Burg was telephonically contacted, and she 
advised at this time that Leisman intended to visit her over the weekend of 
April 5 in connection with their boarding his son, Jackie. At this time on. •; 'U 
March 20 the boy, Jackie Leisman, was still living at the Burg residence in ;V, 

Aberdeen. . 
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On both of the personal interviews with Beatrice Burg she was ad- 
vised prior to commencing the interview that the FBI’s Interest in Leisman 
was not due to any criminal or subversive activities on his part and should 
not in any way reflect upon his character or that of anyone in his family. 



Sergeant Sylvester Burg, Military Police, Aberdeen Proving Ground, ; 
Aberdeen, Maryland, the husband of feeatricd Burg, was also interviewed at the 
Post Intelligence Office in Aberdeen, Maryland, and be related that although -v 
be had a great admiration for Leisman 1 s son. Jack, he found Louis Leisman 
be a particularly offensive individual and had no desire to associate vith him 
or to confer vith him any more than vas necessary. He informed the agent at 
this time that Jackie Leisman was living in bis residence in Aberdeen and that 
"I bad better hear from him (the father) pretty soon. We’ve got his kid, you 
know, and we haven't got any money from him since the last time he va.BU^. 
Sergeant Burg stated that be was reluctant to turn the hoy out ^ * 
keep him any longer unless they received money for his care. At the time of 
this interview the agent informed Sergeant Burg that the eviction of Jack 
Leisman was a matter that should he considered independently of any inves ga- 
tion of the boy's father. 




SAC, Baltimore 



SAC, Nev York (65-14920), 





April 3, 1952 
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JAHAM 




There ere attached for the information of the Baltimore Office tvo 
photostatic copies of an affidavit submitted by LOU18 J . UB 1SM AN and tvo 
photos tatic copies of a statement " ‘ “ “ “ 



• • ‘ The Baltimore Office . 

in the affidavit and the statement of LBI8MAH against information appearing 
in Baltimore Office files regarding the investigation of LEI6MAN in instant 
case. All discrepancies should be noted and forwarded to the Bureau and Bev. 
York. Bo active investigation should be conducted by the Baltimore Office « 
until instructions are received from the Bureau or the Hev York Office. 
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•NEW YORK 7 FROM CHICAGO 



10-09 PM 



SAC HEW YORK 



URGENT 



URGENT 



H 7 ' ncriBSSAULV 



v. ' it.rk '■$ 

JAHAM, PERJURY, ESPIONAGE DA5H.R. RE CG TEL APRIL. SEVENjN^ST 



Y0UUG13ERG FURNISHED SAS J. U. MAGEE AND H. H. WILLIS OH APRIL ElGHT^Sf 
NINETEEN FIFTYTUO A SIGHED STATEMENT INCORPORATING IN SUBSTANCE -THE^- rv^ 
FOLLOWING.. SEVERAL YEARS PRIOR TO NINETEEN THIRTY YOUNGBERG WAS ASST.-E 



SUPERINTENDENT AT THE WOODSTOCK CO. IN WHICH CAPACITY HE SUPERVISED ALLv 



TYPEWRITER MFG. OPERATIONS. HE DESIGNED AMD SET III OPERATION THE 



PROCESS FOR SOLDERING TYPE TO TYPE BARS WHICH WAS IN OPERATION THE,. 



AROUND NINETEEN TWENTYNINE. BY MEANS OF EXPLAINING PROCESS HE 'SAID 



THAT INITIALLY THE TYPE BARS WERE COATED WITH COPPER, ASSEMBLED . INTO : THE 



TYPE BAR SEGMENT, AFTER WHICH THE TYPE WAS SOLDERED ONTO THE TYPE • ‘ 



BARS AND EXCESS SOLDER BEING FILED OR GROUND OFF. FINALLY, 



BARS AND TTTTTTTTTT TYPE WERE, NICKEL PLATED. ON 'INSPECTION OF FINISHEIJ 



AT WOODSTOCK IN APPROXIMATELY NINETEEN TWENTYllIME CONSIDERABLE VARIATION 
IN THE GENERA APPEARANCE AND AMOUNT OF SOLDER ON THE ENDS OF THE BARS 
HAS BEEN NOTED. THESE WERE NOT REGARDED AS UNUSUAL OR DIFFERENT . 

t ‘ t 

IN APPEARANCE FROM TYPE BARS PRODUCED WHILE HE WAS AT WOODSTOCK. ON 
EXAMINATION OF PHOTOGRAPHS OF THE ENDS OF TYPE BARS MARKED N TWO • 



THREE ZERO ZERO NINE NINE HE COULD NOT STATE WHETHER THE ^O^ERINP^O^. 
TYPE TO .THE. TYPE BARS IS A FACTORY JOB. HE COULD NOT DO THIS BECAUSE: v ,. 



END PAGE ONE 
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PAGE TWO . • ' .. 

OF THE. MAGNIFICATION AMD LIGHT USED WHEN THE PHOTOGRAPHS WERE MADE. ; 

HE EXAMINED PHOTOGRAPHS MARKED M THREE EIGHT THREE, l* THREE EIGHT FOURj-,^ 
M THREE NINE ONE, AND M THREE NINE TWO AND STATED HE COULD RECALL NO -' ; ; > ; 4i; 
' CHANGE IN DIES AT THE WOODSTOCK CO. BETWEEN THE TIME TYPEWRITER NO.^| 
N TWO TWO EIGHT THREE ONE ZERO AND TYPEWRITER N TWO THREE THREE ' > 

• > " . v 

MltlE FIVE FOUR WERE MADE. PHOTOGRAPHS M THREE EIGK THREE, M THREE ■= /■:*■£ 
EIGHT FOUR, H THREE EIGHT SEVEN, AND M THREE MINE ONE HAVE THE APPEARANflC 
oV TYPE FACES THAT HAVE BEEN DAMAGED BY STRIKING THE "PAPER FINGfR" 



: y < 
' * 



ON THE TYPEWRITER OR STRIKING THE HEEL OF ANOTHER TYPE BAR IN MOTION.; /’i 
HE DID NOT CONSIDER IT POSSIBLE TO CHANGE CURVATURE OF THE SMALL - • 



• 

/V V 
y * .-ft, V* 



L- r i . ' 



LETTER T ON TYPE FACE WITHOUT THE TYPE FACE BEARING EVIDENCE OF >?.; 

f • 

MECHANICAL GRINDING OR ABRASION. FROM HIS EXPERIENCE TYPE AND TYPE ' v 
BARS ARE NOT RENICKELED AFTER TYPEWRITER REPAIRMEN RESOLDER AN OLD T 
TYPE TO A BAR. NO CHEMICAL ANALYSIS OF STEEL USED IN MAKING TYPE WAS 
MADE AT WOODSTOCK. VONE HUNDRED TYPEWRITERS WERE MFG-D DAILY THEN. / VS 
YOUNG13ERG HAS NOT BEEN CONTACTED BY HISS ATTORNEY. SA J. W. MAGEE,-' :,’L- \ 
DEPARTED CG SEVEN FIFTEEN PM APRIL EIGHT, NINETEEN FIFTYTWO VIA CITY OF ; 
LOS ANGELES, SCHEDULED TO ARRIVE LA NINE AM APRIL TEN, NINETEEN 
FIFTYTWO, OCCUPYING ROOMETTE TWO, CAR ONE ZERO THREE TWO. LA BEING 'Jf-ji 
ADVISED SEPARATELY OF MAGEE- S TRAVEL# * 
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O-COHNOB. z - 

CORR PLS LINE TWELVE PAGE ONE SLD READ AST THE END AS FOLLOWS- , 
"FINISHED BARS MADE" . • • 

KNHXKNBX 
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END AMD ACK PLS 
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MEMO: 



I few York, Hew York 




April 7, 1952 













RE: JAHAM 

rSPIONAf’C-lt 

PERJURY 



*. j of known reliability, advised that she had 

a short conversation vdth ELINOR KIRSTEII1 during which KIRoTEIN 
told her she vras haloing the HISS defense. 








Kit {STEIN said SI GEitSON went to her for money for the 
defense of the C.P. leader's but her husband, GEORGE KIRSTEIN, 
would not contribute. GEORGE KIR5TKIIJ, according to Informant, 
is active in Americans for Democratic Action. 

KIHSTGIN indicated she had evidence that CHAMBERS’ was 
out of the G.P. in 1937. KliiSTEII! also said typewriter evidence 
introduced at the HISS trial was faked but she did not say how. 



KJRSTEIH apnarently was interested in the date CHAMBERS 
left the Party, She indicated she had sought assistance from the 
C.P. in this respect but had been brushed off. KI^oiLIN felt the 
C.P. considered her a "police agent" . vras bitter about this 

and said, "tVy made me spend hours and hc’irs in the library when 
they could have helmed me". 



cc : 66-6350 (P it C) 

. 100-13473 (Gerson) 

J'lD :LJH 
65-3 4920 



( 1 jy e£ 

SEARCHED INDEXER 

SERIALIZED .V^riLEO/.". • 

FBI • NEW YORK 

==m 







Ivienic t 

65.14920 ' CHAIfflBRS in 1935 . 

/&— ' Informant said that shfl ^^orcenvfich -Village . that : ; 

[t a h „ stated that if was well known; a . fJ d sows thinp, of a 

If S w f s a Communist and that he was consiJ . cmm{ $ did in 

patholocical case. Informn, ^ha ^t ^ not 1cnov; HISS or hxs 

£.'»£'■»« «Vur». W» ■* «" — * 

which Urs. HISS taught. 




f ■ ' ■ • . • — 77^4- r « TJ^that she considered 

it her duty to support the United _ 

informant said that friends, * 

doubtedly derives "ai^^ied OROllOK «*«* at. 

Hie BUTTCIf.'/EISEUS. oh* sau 

the BUTTFJJYJF.ISF,R*s home. ^ _ ' ' 

*£*■■ W - -V/. 

—r 1 iyyS«*.>c£ga**wl 




»f • • .. ... i.^-5 • • ••* 




JOHH Vf. DOOLEY 

SA 




0 «„U^at«3cp a vtm C .tt»!3.«H« 
Hew York, tl. Y. 
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MEMORANDUM 



R e: JAHAM 






viously givso infor- ■ ■•:' 7 

, 011 Har f 2 ®’ rSi L,l e »^«wfrte r te 4 1 ^h e 

rr^rr r gy- • sasr ££«^ ts^ *. , 

CHESTER LAI® i» “I^ad on March 3 , ™ C0I®EMCE 4; -. ; 

SIf^"cS^E 55 MOETOE STREET, ^ 

ON FEBRUARY 25 > ; ^ cvnvTFFS REFUSED#" ' * * • *v 

YORK# PROFESSIONAL SER ' . . , a ^r^ved a letter.,*/;. 



, %*• * ,*• 

> \u -t l : 0 



* ** 

-' ‘;V! ;:’<■: 



PORK. PROEESSiOlIM' SERVICES REFUSED. ■ _ she had received a Letter:#? 

Mrs. SULSER f^^chnovled^ receiptjf *£ p“thf tmVrendered.,' 

'Sle"h« 6 1 a nonsensical and indicated^he « nstltute d professional ser- 

Er«» t ess ^ for the «Uf 4 € 

ttiXXS J?S?S- — her. ? 

T. G. SPENCER, 

SA ■ . 



TGSiPAA 

65-14920 



! 

{ 



AS** 



Ud!t 2 M 

[TonCHEoL V ..IND^D. V * /V 

APR 9 WgZ - 

UM. NEW YORK; 










Ocparf m««t °« 3uatice 



Hew York, Y. 



• ' * v •* ://0vv /. v 'v^. 

- ' - * • 7 :■ 

' i •'> • • a * 't r *. 

• *c* U^V*£V#*.- 

■ , > -<V\ j- ^7 \; rr .*>-} 



April 9 > ^952 



'-.'Vtv ^ 

Re: JAHAM % * 5 **Vv,\ ' 

• ': ' ‘ ;^vy<' Sf?/;. V 

^he yritsr on. “tli© v 

CHESTER T. the Lando^School 

officials prior to making a J 

1CttCr) ’ , fl that he bad been in leX f^, C 

CHESTER ORE •*'£**?«» the Uo*» ^UwHtWr. *> «>««»* 1 t®!#!* 
uttii FAVL BARFIELD, tha H al ^7 piece to be cut from 1 ^ # aocume nt kept 
vas perfectly villtn ? t hie Board of Regents „e stated that immediately, ..• 

r^^SSJ ^0^0 of 6 tbe uulversity^ *, otflce . , 

upon^receipt of permission ■ ^ ^ vlth Dr. •OUU 

CHESTER LAIIE also stated ^at ^ ^ pieces from various ? 

- ^ s n so “il 

- pboto^apb ?f the inside of tbe enve P wton .arller this ,':.f 

CKE-STER ^VSs%”tr-?they'«W ^f^oc-Us £ or ' ' 

rys 22=3 

redfS Sis - 21 as has been schedule 

JudRe^ Goddard^ ^ matters uould be taken 

The “ a4 ’ iSe3 ° f ^ 

up with the United States Attorn 




Mnit^tafas. Department of 3m>«ee 

jfcbSil Bureau of fuucstiBation 
ilev York, N. Y. 



April 10> 195? ' V ! I"- - 



msmorahdom 



JAHAM 



• •• =; 'fli- •;<*<* 

• yi •- •. :•* ■. 

•• a 1 /' . V ... < .... -.. ••-.-•dW- 

. ?. - 

• V:-- :<•“ 



Re Boston teletype April- 9, *952, 8:55 P* m «. 



Re Boston teletype " • . al , - 

After reviewing the above-described ^ 

Mbits along the seaos of the eove ^ of tte . r»rther^udjr %ito'+S04 

ESSrs- - — - — J;-; 

^YP 6 * . the Boston Divi- ' . 



tm ' At 9.30 .... on April 10 I 

slon and advised Supervisor ^ed Connors teUtyve of reference until 

action eoncernlng ^JSly authorised by the f^J^ftbat In alSprtfbt^f 

^ afternoon of 

»wntv Boston would receive p . .• 



aerense wv 

ability Boston vould receive 



T. J» McAKBREWS, 
SA 



> TJMcA:RAA 

! 65-14920 

t * ' 
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memorandum 



U 

§tatca department at IhvitxtQ 



JEetJeral SJurcatt of Inucstigaticm 
Hew York, N. Y. 



April 



’ . * / ' *. t k 1 ‘ ; : ..V <• *, J\. 

ril 10/ 195?*% 

, - ? vv»’ *■-, ; ■ • '• 



.• . •>. 



Re: JAHAM 



On the afternoon of April 10, 1952 , the 

in^connection ‘ 

He has no objection to having the defense experts examine the 
papers for an extended period of too or three days beyon^ ches ; er 

«JS JS^eSSTSu U UUlUidavlt filed on April 
Sh Sd Seen tentatively set for the filing of this paper. 

, mLES UHE advised that he has no objection to havlng/the defense 
experts cut’fl^fne^h squares from the envelope In which the Baltimore -• 
papers were originally contained. 

, . mF « tatjf advised that he would strenuously object to allowing 
or te tn cut this envelope down the side and across the bottom 
the defense expert , flat surface for photographic purposes, 

in order that it might be placed on a flat “ B ^ e au a s to the relevancy..: 

■ S»TBSW5 wuld oppose 

MYTP o tame then advised the writer that he was involved in a murder^ 
MYLES LANE * f Q+p+pc Court House e.nd reQuested 

%££%£ »ir^r n ?on n if this matter to C^TER U*. and the 

vriter agreed to do this* 

subsequently on the afternoon of April », CMBR TJM* «• 

contacted telephor.ically by the “V Ttn^n ' AtUney tn ,S of the 
calling at the express request of the “"jUwlter outlined the remarks ana 

ortntSnm CHESTER “f^^^^tglhr^ptrttd'tttsons 

MS Z to SSTS -rUL.hJh.re c^pleted 

L 1 «e«UH E l)Lll.lN0EXED„_>^4/ 



TGStRAA 

65-l4|20 



SEARCHEO INDEXED 

SERIALIZED ,i'.'..riLED..Jf.„„_„ 

APRlO 1952 

FBI • NEW YORK. | 




> . ^ 





Hew 



YorV:, H. Y. 



TGS:HAA * * * 

65.1U920/7— • • . • ' v -; 

I , +pd that under no circumstances would he 1 

f ' £*,? fuftody ^and possession of the defense ,xpe 

oul%u?eS°egent being present. 



..•'•■.'I. 

T. G. SPENCER,, , . v :; ' • 

SA 








Key York, H. Y. 

4/11/52 



f 



mem| 



RE: -JAHAM 



,/,,/cp CHESTER T. LAHE telephonically communicated 
At 11 a.m. on H/ 11 / 52 , ^ J; in telephonic communication 

with the vriter. He sdvxsed fhad thought it would be more expeditious 

with Dr. NORMAN and that Dr . 1 UailAH b h Qf the FBI ra ther than 

to have LANE communicate with the H-w Y -k 01 4 eivin g it to the 

his. Dr. KOFJiAIi * s , reducing hxs request to fixing 

Host on Office. 

„ ..1 r , p ii v r-yptr ined the inside of the 
LA.KE advised that ^ ‘ ^J^nts and other papers and has . 

envelope which contained the ?v~ eve stains on the inside of the 

come to a definite conclusioi e of suc h a nature that they would 

^nSSi^r^ fo^ne the nature of these stains. 

Whether I* to werelf 

that they were of toe opinion ^ tbat Dr . hoRMAII has examined and 
this envelope. It vould a^.so a view to determining whether 

ibotosmphc* tho Ii.Mfj.ore doc^nU ‘ “ are in a position to 

the, contain an, stains and probably Undine none tn^^ aefinltely 

^ar^^Tnsrd/of^eU, t,* 'Baltimore docents never vere 

iiiside instant envelope. 

^ <«= v^nr. forwarded to the Bureau Laboratory for 

their J^rrfiMi^^tter Mil be discussed vitb tbe U. S. . 

Attorney . . 

DEHDUM: At 3'-00 p.m., 4 - 11 - 52 , CHESTER LABE again 

lephonically communicated with the vriter an - 
sed that he bad just received word from Dr. NORMAN 
at the latter was anxious to look at the four J^puAMRERS to have been written by 
• yellow paper containing information alleg }[/iRKy DEXTER WHITE. These 

cc: Asst. Dir. E. J- Connclley baye been marke d Government’s Exhibit Ho. 20 

for Identification but were not actually placed 
in evidence during the_sejco.nd^telSl^--M 3 > LANL 



THOMAS G. SPENCER, SA 



s advised that his request would he given to the United 
ates Attorney who vould of course have to make the deci 
on '|(}:jth^s matter. 

65-14920 
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Office Memorffdum 
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UNITED STA^ 



GOVERNMENT 



TO. : SAC, NEW YORK (65-Ui920) ATT: NYO Photo Lab 
BOSTON (65-3251) 

SUBJECT: JAHAM 

ESPIONAGE - Rj PERJURY 



l 



DATE: April 111, 1952 




Enclosed for the attention of the Photo Lab of the New York 
Office is a roll of exposed film containing photographs of 
Baltimore exhibits 5 through U7, encompassing 65 pages and 
showing cuts taken from each page by Dr. WILLIAM NORMAN defense 
expert In captioned case# 
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SAC, BOSTON 

T. 0 • SPENCER 

JAHEM 

ESPIONAGE - R 



4/1/52 



The following exhibits In the ALGER RISS case were turned 
over to the Boston Office by the writer on April 1, 1952* 

V 

Known Specimens 

Government Exhibit #37 - S&IaHSU*.. 

Government Exhibit #31; - ** • 

KILLEGEIST signed PRISCILLA PANSLER 
KISS. 

Government Exhibit #39 - President* 8 report for the year 

1936 - 1937* 

Government Exhibit #46B- Description of personal characteristics 

of TIMOTHY HOBSON. 

ah of the above mentioned exhibits were placed in evidence 
in the second trial of ALGER HISS and are what is jomraonly 
referred to as the known specimens in this case, ihese 
exhibits comprise the known typewriting standards whlon 
were used by SA RAMOS PEEHAN, the Bureau Document Examiner, 
in connection with his testimony regarding the so-called 
Baltimore papers. 

The following exhibit is also a known standard but was not 
used in the second trial of ALGER HISS and should not be 
made available to the defense experts. It is being delivered 
to the Boston Office in view of the fact that it is a known 
standard. Under no circumstances, unless authorization Is 
received from the Bureau or New York Office, should 
exhibit be turned over to the defense experts. This exhibit 
Is described as follows. - A letter, dated February 17, 

1933 at New York to WALTER 0. SCHKLKER and is signed ALGER. 

HISS, 

The following ere the so-oalled Baltimore papers. They , 

1 represented by Exhibits 1 to 1; Inclusive, which are tks 
! handwritten notes of ALCER HISS. These handwritten notes 
should under no ciroun-stances be given to the defense # 



exports, however included in this one pe r t iculi 
1 QSS'c ~ York (2) ATT* SA T.G. SPENCER - Nt-w VOilK 

^ S!p “ - r?> y 







Additional photographs of sons of the documents and after A 
foxamining each of the documents will select 4 or. 5 individual 
Id'ocurncnts from which ho will take 4 Inch squares., * 



The following procedure Is to be followed in connection with 
this operation. After Dr. NORMAN has selected the particular 
exhibits he vents pieces cut from, the New York Office should 
be advised telephonically as to the number and amount. It is 
to be particularly noted that if Dr, NORMAN wants one square 
cut from a prrticular document, there must be an equivalent 
* of the amount he desires left on the documont so that if 
necessary the FBI Laboratory can conduot a similar paper 
examination. In no Instance should any pert of the document 
be given to Dr. NORMAN which contains typewriting markings 
from the court or any other writing. In other words, if 
Dr. NORMAN is given a piece of paper it should have no marks 
on it. After Dr. NORMAN has selected the documents from which 
ho desires these 4 inch squares end it has been cleared by the 
New York Office, the cutting should be done in the presence 
of Dr, NORMAN or a person designated by him and this outtlng 
should take place in the Boston Office. After the pieces are 
cut from the document they should be placed along side of the 
document and photographed in such a fashion that the entire 
document will be reproduced together with the piece that la 
cut from it. Upon completion of the above examination the 
documents should be returned by personal courier to the Now 
York Office. 



In the event that any difficulty is encountered in connection 
with the examinations by any of the defense experts, the New 
York Office should bo telephonically advised. 
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Cl~ 

\ntcb States Department of Sumfee 
IHe&eral SUrreau of Inuestigation 

Hew york/N. Y. 




April l6, 1952 





MEMORANDUM 



JAHAM 



Inspector Donald Parsons of the Bureau called on the morning of 
April 16 and advised that the Bureau was just about finished with its examina- 
tion of the envelope that contained the Baltimore papers and that they were 
going to put it on a plane before noon, bound for Boston. Parsons stated * 
that he would call this office right after they put it on the plane and advise, 
the flight number so that the Boston Office could be informed and pick the 
envelope up at Logan Airport. ' Parsons suggested that. the writer comuni cate, ; <;• 
vith the Boston Office and advise them of the above. ' ‘ ’ ’’ 



The writer subsequently spoke to SA Frank Willette of Boston and 
advised him of the above. He stated that he would arrange to pick up the 
envelope at Logan Airport and make it available to the defense experts. 
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Inspector Donald Parsons of the Bureau called and advised that the . 
envelope which had originally contained the Baltimore papers was being sent 
AMSD registered to Boston and that the mail was scheduled to leave on American • 
Air Lines flight 4-358 leaving Washington at 12:20 p.m. and arriving at LogAn .. 
Airport, Boston, at 3‘*58 p.m. ...... ■ ri ;"-y v s 

' v •• ’• "■‘*■9 

At the request of Inspector Parsons the writer called Bob -Lawrence 
at the Boston Office and advised him of the above, and suggested that they v ^^W; 
expedite the receipt of the above-mentioned envelope so that it could be-tupned^ 
over to the defense for examination. • ' '• - 1 ’ ‘ W : 
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I4EM0RANDUM 



Re : JAHAM 





On April 22, 1952, the writer informed Inspector Hennrich of the 
Bureau that the defense had filed a second supplemental affidavit in the HISS 
case, and Inspector Hennrich suggested that we immediately make a photos tat if 
copy of it and send it by air mail to Washington. 

Arrangements were made through the Post Office Inspectors in New York-’-V.; 
City whereby this mail was taken by Agent P. B. Rolig directly to the Air Mail 
Post Office Section at Idlewild Airport. It was put on American Air Lines'* ' 
trip No. 313 which left at 2:10 p.m. and which is scheduled to arrive in Wash-; - ^ 
ington at 3:30 p.m. The package was put in the "Direct City Mail Bag." 




Inspector Hennrich was advised of the departure of this package. 
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On April 22, 1952, the writer . interviewed Judge Thomas Murphy; -on 



,another matter. During the interview Judge Murphy advised that on April 21 
he had been to a small dinner party given by GILBERT MONTAGUE, an extremely- ./■£■ 



wealthy New York lawyer. 



At the dinner party was a Mrs. PRATT, an 80-year-old woman who, * 
according to Judge Murphy, appeared to be a very prominent and wealthy in- 
dividual. Judge Murphy was seated next to Mrs. PRATT during .the dinner* ..and : ^;;.V. 
the conversation drifted to the ALGER HISS. case. 



Mrs. PRATT stated that 6he had been. talking to JOHN W. DAVIS (prom-,/ ^ 
inent New York attorney ) who was a character witness for HISS during the first 
trial. Mrs. PRATT stated that DAVIS had told her that he had read a copy of / .;^., 
the defense’s motion for a new trial, particularly that portion of it dealing " '■ 
with a metallurgist who had made some studies and performed some examinations 
on the HISS typewriter. DAVIS 6tated that from his reading of this metal- 
lurgist’s report (Dr. NORMAN) he was of the opinion that the Government had ; . 

"gotten the'wrong guy.".. . r ;/ . * ' '• _ '■ ■' •> 

* *’■ '• ' 



Mrs. PRATT also, during the dinner, told Judge Murphy that she- 
a close personal friend of IRVING OLDS, Chairman of the Board of Ui S. Steel, 
end that OLDS in commenting on the HISS case had indicated that he had figured 
HISS to be a wrong guy for a long period of time. He stated that everyone ’ ■' 
made a big to do about HISS’ having at one time been secretary to former Justice 
Oliver Wendell Holmes. OLDS is supposed to have said that he too was at one 
time secretary to Holmes, and the former secretaries of Holmes have formed the 
practice of ^tting together once a year; he stated that even in those days 
he had figured HISS for an impertinent pusher and definitely on the wrong side • 
of the fence politically. OLDS is also supposed to have stated that he, OLDS, 
received a very substantial yearly salary and a good portion of it was paid to 
him because of his Judgment in dealing with men and situations frhich involved 
investments of many millions of dollars. OLDS is^supposed to have stated that 
for his, OLDS’, money ALGER HISS was a* wrong guy. .1 . . 
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Judge Murphy stated that he is of the definite opinion that the 
defense has heen circulating printed copies of the motion for a new trial 
among people who had heen favorable to HISS, probably in an effort to raise 
funds to carry on the program of obtaining a new trial for HISS. 
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